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in a course of drunkenness or profligacy, a man may
ruin his constitution for life. Perhaps late in life he
may repent, and become really reformed. But his
constitution may have been irrevocably shattered.
The consequences of his former sin, as far as relates
to his constitution, are not remitted. He must reap
as he has sown. The law of nature is inexorable.

Now it is in full accordance with this that in
human laws the penalty attached to an offence
should rigorously be enforced; assuming, of course,
that there are not special circumstances which might
justify a remission or mitigation. It is with reference
to capital punishment that this principle is chiefly
called in question. A man, we will suppose, has
wilfully and of malice prepense taken away the life
of another man. There is no flaw in the evidence,
nothing in the circumstances to indicate that his
crime is legally or morally anything short of murder.
The analogy of the course of nature, as far as that
goes, would lead us to say that the law must take its
course. Various other considerations into which I
cannot enter, even some relating to what seems
likely to be best for the criminal himself, lead to the
same conclusion. Yet in such cases we constantly
find that there are a number of persons who shrink
from the idea of the extreme penalty; and indeed
more sympathy often seems to be felt with the
criminal than with his victim.